Comments on the Strategic Plan Document from the AMWG

July 2000

Flip Chart Comment

Response

Principle #6 - How is*“operationa
flexibility” defined? Doesthisinclude
legd aswell as physicd condraints of the
dam?

Rick Johnson and Cliff Barrett will draft definitions for
“operationd flexibility” and “legd flexibility” for the glossary.

Some current and target levels seem
unbelievable: for example, MO 2 goes
from 5 gmyn? to 5000 gm/n?

The numbers have not been fully vetted and will be looked at
more closdy by the small groups.

MO 1and MO 4, et d.: how can target
levds be obtained from literature?

In some cases, they can't; however, literature will give us
guidelines. Inthese cases, it should read “IN,” and targets will be
judtified in terms of where we are headed. In other cases, the
research has been completed; thus, we will obtain from literature.

How do we address the broad issue of
what iswithin and what is without AMP
boundaries?

Issue Paper C addresses thisissue. MOs are what are needed to
achieve Gods. Some MOs and MAs may be within the AMP,
others may not be. These will be distinguished at the MA level.

God 2 - Ensure “remove jeopardy
doesn't mean “recovery” (glossary). Rick
Gold: recovery would mean more
money, and it shouldn’t just be power
revenues. The god does address vigble
populations. Recovery isnot possiblein
Grand Canyon.

The Ad Hoc Committee (AHC) will address John Shidds' issue
on whether ESA issues are part of the AMP. Issue Paper E will
be further fleshed out.

MO 15 - What does % mean for current
levd?

Thisrefersto the % of total fish captured.

God 3 - Discuss what “asfeasble”’
means.

Feasibility includes biologica, economic and technica factors.

MO 17 isinconsstent with MO 13.

Issue Paper B addressesthisissue. The emphasisis on trout
above the Paria, and native fish in the entire reach with emphasis
below Paria

Habitat needs of trout and native fish
below Paria River should be
differentiated.

Trout are not addressed at al balow the Paria. Native habitat is
addressed.

MO 17 — daify asminimums the target
levelsfor growth rate, abundance, and
condition.

The AHC and smdl group will addressthis

How can the target level be a*process’
rather than specific objective? Thisis not
messurable.

The definition of the Decision Process was distributed, discussed,
and clarified. (see handout)
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MO 21 - what is 329,000 n* @ 35
sites) — what are we measuring?

These refer to Sandard study sites from a particular study.
The data may not be sufficient, but it is what we have available.
The sediment smdl group will addressthisissue.

Goa 6 — The proposed change isfrom
“Increase fine sediment storage’” to
“Maintain or atain levels of sediment...”
Maintain at what levels? Isthisan
Information Need?

The word “storage” will be added back into the god.

“IN” could be set as agenerd
description (philosophic) that would lead
to specific numbers.

Quadlitative targets will be prepared to guide the development of
quantitative targets.

Hasthe KAS genetic research been
completed?

No, it's not complete but most folks are confident it’sa unique
taxon. The AHC will continue to use KAS until the research is
complete.

The KAS expert panel should cause a
revison of levels

The AHC concurs with this statement.

How do INstie into experimenta flows?

Experimentd flows result from INs.

Does use of the phrase “within the
framework of GCDAMP ecosystem

gods’ inagod imply ahierarchy?

Thereferenceingod 8, “... in amanner congstent with riparian
ecosystem gods,” and the referencesin gods 10 and 11,
“...within the framework of GCDAMP ecosystem godls,” is
intended to indicate a hierarchy or order of precedence. That is,
the accomplishment of Goals 8, 10, and 11 should be undertaken
in such away that the likdihood of achieving the ecosystern gods
isnot impaired.

MO 39: — “maintain or enhance
wilderness’ —which isit?

Enhance means make a positive contribution to the resource,
don't let it degrade. “Attain or maintain” means we think we
aren't yet where we should be.

God 8 - Why doesit say “consstent
with riparian ecosystem goas’ when
other gods say “ consstent with
GCDAMP ecosystem goals’?

Either way works. The riparian ecosystemn god referred toin
God 8isGod 9. Theriparian ecosystem goa (God 9) is more
appropriate because it would be most relevant for SWWF, but
either gpproach could be used.

God 10 & MO 39 are inconsstent
(managing as wilderness without motors)

The word wilderness does not mean “Wilderness Act”
wilderness, rather, awilderness experience. These are not
mutudly exdusive. It was not the intent of the AHC to get
involved in the motors discussion.

Goal 11 — The terms “power and
energy” are unclear (should it be

The AHC will replace “power and energy” with “ capacity and
energy generation.” Ted Rampton will provide definitions for the
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“capacity and energy” ?)

Glossary.

How does “river corridor” fit within the
charge for the AMP? (scope issue)

The scope dready established, overall and for each MO.

God 12: “Pad” generations - how do
we ingpire and benefit them?

This addresses the ancestral concerns of Native Americans. The
smal group will addressthisissue.

“APE’ definition should bein the

The smdl group to define this for Glossary.

glossary

How does MO 41 address the Grand Canyon isatraditional culturd property. Our charge may
protection of canyon resources? be smaller. The smadl group will address thisissue.

(overlap between our charge and the

APE)

49)

MO 46 - mantain and attain? (MO 47—

There are multiple attributesin MO 46. Some are one, somethe
other.

MO 46 - isN/A appropriate for “at
some place’?

Y es, because we' re discussing data.

MO 46 — Thetribd view isbeing
segregated, and it shouldn't be isolated.

No change is proposed but the vaues should be considered
throughot.

MO 41 - preserve or treat?

The amdl group will consder this

dollar figure. What does full triba
participation mean?

MO 49 — The target levd ismore than a

The Ad Hoc Committee decided to switch the dement with the
atribute. The cultura smal group will addressthisissue.

MO 50 — any ideaof what the IN might
be?

The note in the Comments column is changed to reed, “ Target
level isthe experiments needed to gain critical understanding of
ecosystem function under different dam operations.”

MO 50 - should include hydropower
generation in the comments column.

The note in the Comments column is changed to read: “Target
level isthe experiments needed to gain critical understanding of
ecosystem function under different dam operations”

MO 51 - “APE” indead of “CRE"?

The small group will addressthisissue.

MO 26 —Is 12 breeding pairs an
accurate number?

These data represent agiven point in time. The AHC needsto
address confidence intervals and which point in time we're going
to use. Geographic scopeisaso anissue— arethey LAME or
CRE? Thiswill be resolved through development of the
quantitative targets.

God 2 - How do we remove jeopardy

Canyon?

from razorback sucker if none exis in the

Jeopardy is removed by the completion of the RPAs of the BO.
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God 1 - what are the desired species?

There is no need to enumerate desired species, but fish are used
as an indicator of ecosystem hedlth.

Keep MOs 52, 53, and 54 as part of
God 14.

The AHC discussad this recommendation and decided to retain
these MOs under Goal 13.

MO 10 - doesthe BO require one
additiona population of HBC?

Y es, an additiona “ spawning aggregation” is required.

Be congstent with recovery goa's of
FWS Region 6.

See Issue Paper E.

Other notes from the AMWG mesting:

= Buildin afeedback loop

= Will dl objectives be measurable?

= Targets may change aswe learn more.

= Current and target levels may be arange.
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Principle #6 - How is*“operationa
flexibility” defined? Doesthisinclude
lLega aswell asphysicd condraints of
the dam?

Glessany-Rick Johnson and Cliff Barrett will include-draft
definitions for “operationd flexibility” and “legd flexibility.” for
the glossary.

Some current and target levels seem
unbelievable: for example, MO 2 goes
from 5 gm/m? —=to 5000 gnVn?

The numbers have not been fully vetted and will be looked at
more closdy by the smal groups.

MO land MO 4, et a.. —=-how can
target levels be obtained from literature?

In some cases, they can't; however, —literature will give us

guidelines. Inthese cases, it should read “IN,” and targets will be
judtified in terms of where we are headed. In other cases, the
research has been completed; thus, we will obtain from literature.

How do we address the broad issue of
what iswithin and what is without AMP
boundaries?

Issue Paper C addresses thisissue. MOs are what are needed to
achieve Gods. Some MOs and MAs may be within the AMP,

God 2 - Eensure “remove jeopardy
doesn't mean “recovery” (glossary). Rick
Gold: recovery would mean more
money, and it shouldn't just be power
revenues. The god does address viable
populations. Recovery is not possiblein

Grand Canyon.

others may not be. These will be distinguished at the MA level.

will address John Shidlds' issue on whether ESA issues are part
of the AMP. Issue paper E will be further fleshed out.

MO 15 - Wwhat does % mean for
current leve?

ThisrRefersto the % of totd fish captured.

Goal 3 - Ddiscuss what “asfeasible”
means.

Thead-hoc-committea witravise this regponse Feagbility

includes biological, economic and technica factors.

MO 17 isinconsstent with MO 13.

|ssue Paper B addressesthisissue. The emphasisis on trout
abovethe Pana, and natlveflsh inthe entlre reach with emphass

differentigtion-of-HHabitat needs of trout
and native fish below Paria River should
be differentiated.

Trout are not addressed at al balow the Paria. Native habitat is
addressed.

MO 17 — darify as minimums the target
levelsfor growth rate, abundance, and
condition

The aAd hoc committee wit-address thisand small group will
addressthis.
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How can the target level be a*process’
rather than specific objective? Thisis
nNot measurable.

The definition of the Decision Process definition-was distributed
discussed, and clarified. (see handout)

MO 21 - what is 329,000 n* @ 35
Sites) — what are we measuring?

These refer to sStandard study Sites from a particular studly.
The data may not be sufficient, but it is what we have available.
The sSediment small group will address thisissue.

Goa 6 — The proposed change isfrom
“Increase fine sediment storage’” to
“Maintain or atan levels of sediment...”
Maintain at what levels? Isthisan
Information Need?

The word “ storage’ will be added back into the god.

“Information need” could be set asa
generd description (philosophic) thet
would lead to specific numbers.

Quadlitative targets will be prepared to guide the development of
Quantitative targets.

Has the KAS genetic research been
completed?

No,- —t's not complete but most folks are confident it's a unique
taxon. The Ad-hecAHC will continue to use KAS until the
research is complete.

The KAS expert pand should cause a
revison of levels.

¥-esThe AHC concurs with this Satement.

How do IN‘stieinto experimenta flows?

Experimenta flows result from IN-s.

Does the phrase “within the framework
of GCDAMP ecosystem gods’ in agod

imply ahierarchy?

Thereferenceingod 8, “... in amanner consstent with riparian
ecosystem godls,” and the referencesin goals 10 and 11,
“...within the framework of GCDAMP ecosystem godls,” is
intended to indicate a hierarchy or order of precedence. That is,
the accomplishment of Goals 8, 10, and 11 should be undertaken
in such away that the likelihood of achieving the ecosystem god's
isnot impaired.

MO 39: — “maintain or enhance
wilderness’ —whichisit?

Enhance means make a positive contribution to the resource,
don't let it degrade. “Attain or maintain” means we think we
aren't yet where we should be. Considerputting-definitionsinthe
Glossary.

God 8 - Wwhy doesit say “consstent
with riparian ecosystem gods’ when
other goas say “ consstent with
GCDAMP ecosystem goals’?

Either way works. The riparian ecosystem god referred toin
God 8isGod 9. Theriparian ecosystem god (God 9) ismore
appropriate because it would be most relevant for SWWEF, but
either approach could be used.

God 10 & MO 39 areincond stent

The word wilderness does not mean “Wilderness Act”
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(managing as wilderness with/out motors)

wilderness; rather, awilderness experience. These are not
mutualy exdusive. It was not the intent of the Ad Hoc
Committee to get involved in the motors discussion.

God 11 -— Theterms “power and
energy” are unclear (should it be

“capexity and energy’?)

The AHC wA¥/ill replace “ power and energy” with “capacity and

energy generation.” Smal-gredpTed Ramptonwill provide
definitions for the Glossary.

How does “river corridor” fit within the
charge for the AMP? (scopeissue)

SeThe scope dready established-,~ overdl and for each MO.

God 12: “Pagt” generations - how do
we inspire and benefit them?

This aAddresses the ancestral concerns of Native Americans.
SThe smal group will address this issue.

“APE’ definition should bein the
glossary

The sSmadl group to define thisfor Glossary.

How does MO 41 address the
protection of canyon resources?
(overlap between our charge and the

APE)

Grand Canyon as-ais atraditiona cultura property. Our charge
may be smdler. Ad-hec-committeeThe smdl group will address

MO 46 - maintain and attain? (MO 47—
49)

MThere are muitiple atributesin MO 46. Some are one, some
the another.

MO 46 - isN/A appropriate for “at
some place’?

Y es, because we're discussing data.

MO 46 -— Thetriba view isbeing
segregated, and it shouldn't be isolated.

No change is proposed but the values should be considered
throughott.

MO 41 - preserve or treat?

The smdl group will consder this.

MO 49 -— Thetarget leve ismorethan $
adallar figure._—w\What doesfull triba
participation mean?

The Ad Hoc Committee decided to sSwitch the dement with the
and-atribute. The cultural smal group will address thisissue.

MO 50 — any idea of whet the
information need might be?

The note in the Comments column is changed to reed, “ Target
level isthe experiments needed to gain critical understanding of
ecosystem function under different dam operations”

MO 50 - should include hydropower
generation in the comments column.

The note in the Comments column is changed to read: “Target
level isthe experiments needed to gain critical under-standing of
ecosystem function under different dam operations.”

MO 51 - “APE” indead of “CRE"?

The sSmdll group will addressthisise.

MO 26 -— 1s 12 breeding pairs an
accurate number?

These dbata represents agiven point intime. The— AHC needs
to address confidence intervals and which point in time we're
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going to eheeseuse. Geographic scopeis aso anissue— arethey
LAME or CRE? Thiswill be rResolved through devel opment of
the quantitetive targets.

God 2 - Hhow do we remove jeopardy | Jeopardy isremoved by the completion of the RPAsof the BO.
from razorback sucker if none exist in the

Canyon?
God 1 - what are the desired species? Thereis nlNo need to enumerate desired species, but fish are
used as an indicator of ecosystem hedth.

Keep MOs 52, 53, and 54 as part of The Ad Hoc Committee discussed this recommendation and
Goal 14. decided to Rretained these M Os under God 13.

MO 10 - does the BO require -one Y es-, an additiona “spawning aggregati on—cormments-section:
add--additiona population of HBC? USBRwil-check-onBOlanguage is required.

Be congstent with recovery goa's of See Issue Paper E.

FWS Region 6.

Other notes from the AMWG mesting:

= Build in afeedback loop

= Will dl objectives be measurable?

= Targets may change aswe learn more.

= Current and target levels may be arange.
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